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November 3, 2003

The Honorable Michael K. Powell
Chairman, Federal Communications Commission
Room 8-8201
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

RE: wr Docket No. 02-5S

Dear Chairman Powell:

I'm presenting to you further affirmation of the wide support of the Consensus Plan
from the public safety community. Accompanying this letter is a petition with more than 500
supporting signatures representing chiefs of police and other law enforcement professionals
from around the country.

The signatures represent the strength of public safety support for the Consensus Plan
to realign the spectrum and alleviate interference in the 800 MHz band - a plan currently
under consideration by the Commission. Recently, the strength of this support has been
called into question. We organized this petition to highlight that the organizational support for
the Consensus Plan - support from the Intemational Association of Chiefs of Police and the
Major Cities Chiefs Assodation - is squarely in line with the opinions and needs of the
members of these organizations. Rank and file members join the IACP and MeC to make sure
that issues important to law enforcement are identified and addressed. This petition
demonstrates that the IACP and MCC leadership on the issue of 800 MHz interference is
clearly supported by the membership.

I can speak firsthand to the enthusiasm and conviction among IACP and MCC members
following notification of this petition. They recognize, like so many of their public safety
colleagues, that interference is a dangerous problem in need of a comprehensive, proactive
and fully-funded solution - a solution offered only by the Consensus Plan.



I hope that as you and the members of the Commission consider the options for
dealing with 800 MHz interference you will keep in mind the strength of support from public
safety for the Consensus Plan. The lives of law enforcement officers and the communities we
proudly protect are too important to do otherwise.

n:.R.Iu~
Harlin R. McEwen

CC:
Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
secretary Marlene H. Dortch



October 27, 2003

The Honorable Michael IZ. Powell
Chairman, Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW, Room 8-B201
Washington, DC 20554

RE: Support for the 800 MHz "Consensus Plan" to solve Public Safety interference

Dear Chairman Powell:

We, the undersigned, gathered to attend the Annual Conference of the International Association
of Chiefs of Police (IACP) and/or the Annual Meeting of the Major Cities Chiefs Association
(11CC) in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, from October 19-24, 2003, are extremely concerned with
interference in the 800MHz band of the radio spectrum and believe the Consensus Plan is the best
solution. It is estimated that public safety agencies will experience interference at more than 350
locations this year - the highest single-year total to date. The trend is alarming and foreshadows
further interruption of mission critical communications during everyday emergencies and future
catastrophic events.

We believe the Consensus Plan proposal for the realignment of the spectrum is the best solution
to the current situation; it is supported by all of the major public safety organizations. We
advocate for the Consensus Plan because it will:

./ remedy interference to public safety communications systems and private wireless systems
operating at 800 MHz

./ minimize disruption to existing licensees and services - 70 percent of existing private
wireless incumbents would achieve benefits of the Consensus Plan without any system
modifications whatsoever

./ ensure public safety agencies would have access to additional spectrum to support their
mission critical communications

./ require no federal, state or local funding to implement.

As time passes, our risks from this problem continue to grow. This is a critical issue for the public
safety community and our nation. Therefore, we strongly urge you to consider the safety and
effectiveness of public safety personnel as your top priority.

Thank you in advance for your consideration.

Respectfully,
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